How could 'web sites' be rendered safer and more informative for cancer patients? This is a most complex question, which needs careful consideration. We do not pretend to have all the answers. One step in the right direction might be to institute some sort of professional peer-review, which gives a 'seal of approval' to those 'sites' that pass the review. This would enable lay people to identify 'sites', which have been tested for quality. The HON code is an attempt of such a qualifier. Only 5 of 13 'sites' analysed had this seal of approval; it is noteworthy that, by and large, these were the 'sites' that achieved a better rating than the rest, yet one of them presented a potential risk to cancer patients. The present system therefore has the potential to put patients at risk.
We conclude that an abundance of 'web sites' offer ACCs to cancer patients. The reliability of the advice thus provided is often poor. In order to avoid harm to our patients, ways of improving this situation should be found. 
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